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A. INTRODUCTION
Pursuant to Commissioner Chong’s August 22, 2007 Supplemental Scoping Memo and
Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling updating Issues List, Schedule and Categorization (Scoping
Memo), San Diego Gas and Electric Company (SDG&E) submits the following comments on the
Rate Design section of the issues presented in Attachment A of the Scoping Memo. In
submitting these comments, SDG&E acknowledges the effort that the Demand Response
Resource Center (DRRC) has made in tackling the difficult task of establishing broad,
overarching policy guidance for dynamic pricing issues. The subject of rate design is innately
complex, and even more so when competing economic, social and public policy goals are at
stake. The DRRC report has done an excellent job in summarizing and highlighting the
competing objectives of economic efficiency and customer equity.
B. BACKGROUND
SDG&E has long been a supporter of the Commission’s goal of implementing dynamic
pricing, as evidenced by SDG&E’s pending implementation of its advance metering

infrastructure (AMI) program and SDG&E’s most recent General Rate Case (GRC) Phase 2 rate



design filing. In the GRC Phase 2 rate filing, SDG&E proposes both residential and commercial
and industrial (C&I) dynamic rates. For residential and small commercial customers (i.e.
customers with demands < 20 kW), SDG&E proposes the Peak Time Rebate rate (PTR).
SDG&E also proposes time-of-use rates for the small commercial customers, who are currently
served under flat seasonal rates. For medium and large commercial and industrial customers,
SDG&E proposes a default critical peak pricing (CPP) tariff. These rate design proposals were
intended to provide greater price transparency in an effort to promote economic efficiency.
Providing customers with the appropriate price signals encourages demand response during the
periods of high system demands and investments in energy efficiency consistent with the
Commission’s energy action plan (EAP) goals and objectives. SDG&E also proposes a “roll-
off” of AB1X rate caps, which is likewise consistent with the Commission’s and SDG&E’s goal
of moving towards cost-based rates and the elimination of intra-class and inter-class cross
subsidies.
C. SDG&E’s POLICY OBJECTIVES REGARDING MEANINGFUL
AND SOCIALLY RESPONSIBLE DYNAMIC RATE DESIGN

SDG&E supports the revised policy objectives as outlined in the DRRC report'. While
the work completed to date by the DRRC is somewhat limited with respect to specific dynamic
rate design issues, this shortfall does not limit the appropriateness of the policy conclusions. In
approaching the development of dynamic pricing rate options, the focus should ultimately start
with the goals to be achieved. In developing the rates, tradeoffs need to be considered with
respect to items such as: risk versus rewards, efficiency versus equity, and short-term versus
long-term objectives. The DRRC does not address all of the possibilities nor should it, as each
utility should explore the details of dynamic pricing rates within each utility’s unique rate design
proceeding. Ultimately, in the development of dynamic pricing options the Commission should
seek flexibility in rate design and rate structures within the context of the individual utility’s
operational and customer characteristics and changing circumstances.

With respect to the CARE rate and other social programs that are subsidized, the DRRC

report recommends the following:

! That is, to promote economic efficiency, promote equity, facilitate customer choice and clearly and simply
communicate prices and costs. See pages 35 to 38, Rethinking Rate Design: A survey of leading issues facing
California’s utilities and regulators, draft report, p. , Ahmad Faruqui and Ryan Hledik of the Brattle Group, and
Bernie Neenan of Utilipoint, prepared for the Demand Response Research Center, August 7, 2007.



“The California commissions should reassess the logic of such [current] rates and
quantify the loss in economic efficiency they create. As a first step, they should quantify

the extent of subsidy inherent in such rates.” >

“Particularly, subsidies created by electricity discounts for low income customers,
subsidies embodied in non-time varying rates, and the multitude of problems created by

ABI1X should be dealt with as first steps in moving toward better rate design.”

While the DRRC references the CARE rate, the DRRC recommendation applies to
general cross subsidies currently embedded in legacy ratemaking. As a matter of social and
public policy, SDG&E agrees that a need to provide assistance to specific customer groups
exists. However, SDG&E believes that even these customers should be provided with the
appropriate price signals and that, if at all possible, all customers should know or see the explicit
subsidy being provided. Providing all customers the appropriate price signals will educate
customers and allow for economic decisions with respect to managing overall energy costs. In
addition, explicit charges in utility bills that identify the extent of subsidies and public purpose
programs will provide a more informed public discourse over the tradeoffs between economic
efficiency and equity objectives.

Thus, SDG&E believes that the Commission should initially focus on the development of
policy objectives consistent with those identified by the DRRC to provide guidance in the
development of dynamic rates. The specifics of the actual rate designs, however, should be
evaluated against these policy objectives on a case-by-case basis within the context of each
utility’s on-going rate design proceedings and should be customized to meet the needs of each
utility’s unique customer composition. With respect to dynamic rates, policy unification is
desirable, but a “one size fits all” approach for implementation across all utilities and all
customer segments may not be feasible.

D. SDG&E’s COMMENTS REGARDING THE TEN ISSUE
CATEGORIES LISTED IN ATTACHMENT A

*Ibid, p. 36.
3 Ibid. p.39.



I. Objectives of Dynamic Pricing and Time Differentiated Rates

The objective of dynamic pricing and time differentiated rates (TDRs) should be to
provide customers price signals that more accurately reflect the cost of power (energy and
capacity) and that allow customers to make more informed economic decisions with respect to
their energy usage. However, if societal goals and objectives are not decoupled from rates,
these price signals will be distorted by the continuance of “hidden” subsidies.

Providing price transparency will lead to greater economic efficiency in the market
through the efficient allocation of resources, and will provide the appropriate economic
incentives to curtail usage during “critical peak” periods, thus avoiding potential future
investments in energy generation infrastructure. However, achieving true price transparency will
require that inequities, which are currently contained within rates in the form of “hidden”
subsidies, be mitigated. Facilitating the removal of “hidden” subsidies will require that societal
goals and objectives be decoupled from rates in order to allow customers to receive appropriate
price signals. Societal goals and objectives, while noteworthy, should be addressed through
specific programs that provide the required relief desired for specific customer segments
directly, and not through the distortion of rates and corresponding price signals (e.g. Low
Income Home Energy Assistance program (LIHEAP) is a program that provides direct income
transfers for payment of energy bills without changing the energy rates or price signals).

While a straight discount (e.g. CARE) reduces, from the customer’s perspective, the cost
of energy as compared to other expenses customers incur, the value of the discount is likely
limited to the degree that the energy expense is a significant portion of the customer’s disposable
income. Thus, programs such as LIHEAP provide an effective alternative approach to providing
customer discounts while not distorting the customer’s price signal.

Dynamic pricing and TDRs offer a broad spectrum of rate options that should provide
utilities with the flexibility required to address both short-term and long-term objectives. For
example, specific rate designs are available that can be utilized to address short-term supply
needs either on a day-ahead or day-of basis (e.g. critical peak pricing). These rates provide that
opportunity for short-term benefits, however, they may not provide a sound basis for
encouraging long-term investments by customers in areas such as energy efficiency. Thus, in

developing dynamic pricing and TDRs, the policy objectives of the Commission’s Energy



Action Plan (EAP), rate design principles, as stated in the DRRC report,* and the interest of
different parties should be balanced on a case-by-case basis. To try and rank the competing
policy objectives will likely lead to frustration since compromises will ultimately need to be
made. The trade-offs between the various goals and objectives are not likely to be systematic
and/or constant over time.

IL. Rate Options

The variety of dynamic pricing and TDR options that can be offered by the various
parties should vary based on customer characteristics, customer classes and available metering
and innovative technologies. While customers should have options available, ultimately each
customer class should have a default dynamic or TDR rate.

The level of sophistication and complexity of specific dynamic price signals should vary
with the value of the information provided in that price signal to the customer. In other words,
the value of a price signal will depend on the customers’ ability to understand the rate structure,
ability to receive the price signals, and ability or capability to act upon the information.
Therefore, dynamic rates should be designed in such a fashion such that a particular price signal
can be provided to the customer with little or no transactions cost, and the information content
embedded in such a price signal achieves corresponding behavioral actions that allow customers
to manage their energy usage and resulting energy bills.

To achieve the goals envisioned by the Commission in the EAP, the utilities must be
given the flexibility to offer a wide range of rate options. In implementing dynamic pricing and
TDRs, the Commission should strive to provide opt-out alternatives that provide trade-offs
between risks and rewards. On the other hand, too many options may lead to diminishing returns
as customers will select the rate option that provides the lowest bill with the least amount of
change (i.e., the structural benefitter issue). In the case of a structural benefitter, demand
response and other potential benefits will be minimized since customers will not necessarily
provide demand response to achieve bill savings benefits.” To ease customer resistance to the
implementation of dynamic pricing and TDRs, customers can be offered bill protection during a

transition period. Transitional bill protection allows customers to “test drive” the new rates and

* See footnote 1.
> In these instances, “flatter” rate options should reflect the correct level for the hedging premium when customers
elect to opt-out to alternative rates.



have a period to adjust behavior or operations to achieve sustained bill savings and contribute to
the Commission’s goals and objectives.
III.  Components of Dynamic Pricing Tariffs

The individual components should reflect sound rate design principles that align cost
recovery with cost causation.

To the extent that costs are incurred based on fixed investments (e.g. distribution
services, lines, transformers, etc...), these costs should be recovered through fixed charges, such
as demand charges and basic service fees. To the extent the costs are variable in nature then
these costs should be recovered through variable charges (i.e. energy rates). Whether fixed or
variable, the degree of time differentiation associated with the incurrence of costs should be
reflected in the dynamic or TDR design.

Designing dynamic pricing and TDRs on a “cost causation basis” will encourage the
price transparency that these types of rates should ultimately strive to achieve. However, the
level of granularity and the degree of time differentiation should depend upon the context of the
specific rate and customer segment receiving the price signal. As previously noted, dynamic
pricing and TDRs can take many forms and address a spectrum of both short-term and long-term
objectives. Thus, a “one-size fits all” approach in designing these types of rates is neither
reasonable nor optimal. In addition, not all rate components will need to be time-differentiated.
For instance, public purpose programs and nuclear decommissioning costs are not time-
differentiated cost components.

To the extent that the distribution portions of the rate components are time-differentiated
then both Direct Access (DA) and Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) customers will
participate in dynamic pricing through the distribution and transmission cost components.
However, if Energy Service Providers (ESPs) and Community Choice Aggregators do not offer
dynamic pricing or TDRs, a significant portion of the costs incurred will not be captured on a
time differentiated basis. Today the commodity portion of customers’ rates accounts for over
50% of the total rate. Customers must have the opportunity to select a rate option that best fits
their risk profiles, whether it is offered by the utility or through a third-party provider.

IV.  Recovering the Revenue Requirement



Designing dynamic pricing and TDRs on a “cost basis” will allow rates to communicate
the appropriate price signals to customers while recovering the revenues associated within the
appropriate customer class.

In recovering the revenue requirements associated with dynamic pricing and TDRs, the
rate options should be designed based on the revenue requirement associated with the class of
customers eligible to take the dynamic pricing or TDR rate options.® That is, all rate options
offered to a particular class of customers (e.g. C&I) should be based on the same revenue
requirement. Otherwise, if separate revenue requirements are established for rate options within
a particular class of customers, the utility will face customer migration issues. To the extent that
customers are able to migrate to multiple tariffs and the revenue requirements associated with
each tariff are different, customers will likely switch rates when it is advantageous based on
whether an available rate option is either higher or lower than the customer’s current rate.
Additionally, the rate relationships among the various dynamic pricing and TDR rate options
should be maintained because over and under collections are recovered through rate adjustments.
If these rate relationships are not maintained on a consistent basis, the utility will again likely
face customer migration issues. Thus, in recovering over and under collections associated with
dynamic pricing and TDRs, adjustments must be applied to all rates for which the customer class
is eligible.

With regard to cost recovery of over and under collections, some effort should be made
to identify those costs that should be retained within a particular dynamic pricing customer class.
Currently, the Energy Resource Recovery Account (ERRA) allocates over or under collections
costs to all customer classes based on an equal percent of generation costs. Thus all customer
classes share in the recovery of all over and under collections. While not all over and under
collections will be able to be tracked, to the extent possible cross subsidies between customer
classes should be mitigated. In addition, the incorporation of demand elasticities, while not

required, would likely help reduce potential over and under collections.

V. Hedging
Today all rates reflect an implicit hedging cost. With the introduction of the 15% reserve

margin requirement, utilities must procure additional resources to meet these reserve



requirements, thus the costs of these reserves are recovered through the ERRA account and
shared by all customer classes.

The Commission may determine that a discount or participation premium is warranted
due to the existence of hedging premiums in “flatter” rate designs, beyond that which is already
included for reserves. In establishing rates that are lower than other rate options, as discussed
above the issue of customer migration could be problematic. In other words, customers who
choose a more static rate option (with price certainty) may pay a higher hedging premium, while
customers who choose a more dynamic rate will receive a discount. In developing static rate
options, appropriate level of hedging premiums must be considered.

VI.  Sources of Triggers and Prices for Dynamic Rates

Triggers for rates like critical peak pricing (CPP), should reflect system conditions when
demand is likely to cause a potential scarcity in supply. The establishment of customer reference
levels for rates like two part real time pricing must accurately reflect the customer’s load.

Scarcity can occur as a result of California Independent System Operator (CAISO)
conditions within the state, high demand (i.e. system peaks) or system emergencies on the
utilities’ systems (e.g. fires). All of these situations should be considered in developing the
respective triggers for CPP rates. With respect to developing CPP triggers for high or critical
peak demand hours, the utility should be in a position to exercise discretion as to whether the
CPP event should be called. In those instances where events would be triggered by the CAISO
because of statewide conditions or local system emergencies, a suite of emergency or reliability
programs should be offered. Nevertheless, the triggers should be defined within the purpose of
the particular dynamic rate option (e.g. day ahead demand and supply balancing, same day real-
time demand response, reliability and emergency conditions, etc.)

In developing two-part real-time-pricing (RTP) rates, the fixed portion should recover
those costs that are currently recovered from customers on an aggregate basis. That is, the
incremental portion of the two-part tariff should only reflect those costs that are truly
incremental. Because cost recovery varies with energy usage, to the extent that some costs
which appear incremental are included (e.g. nuclear decommissioning and public purpose
programs), customers are likely to be discouraged to participate in a two-part rate. Thus, non-

bypassable charges should be recovered from the fixed portion of the rate. Recovering these

® The revenue allocations also should reflect some degree of cost causation.



costs in this manner will also avoid the potential conflicts with prior Commission decisions
which established the cost recovery method associated with these costs. In addition to the non-
bypassable charges, other non-incremental costs, such as transmission and distribution and the
fixed portion of generation costs, should also only be collected from the fixed portion of the two-
part rate.

The establishment of a customer baseline method has been discussed in multiple venues
and proceedings for the purposes of determining the usage eligible for demand credits (e.g. peak
time rebates) and establishing of baselines for measurement and evaluation of demand response
benefits. In determining the appropriate customer baseline, the Commission must ensure that the
established baseline provides for cost recovery of those costs allocated to the customer class.
Otherwise, the introduction of two-part tariffs is likely to lead to cross-subsidization and cost
shifting among the customer classes. However, the level of complexity has proven problematic
in the establishment of the appropriate method for calculating customer reference levels.
Differing views on issues like determining the appropriate measurement timeframe, the need for
periodic updates and weather normalization have created obstacles to achieving consensus
among the parties. Ultimately, whatever the resulting baseline calculation, the Commission must
ensure that the baseline accurately reflects the customer’s load. In those instances where
customers’ expand their operations, these expansions should not be priced at only the
incremental rates.

VII. Residential Rate Issues

Until ABIX restrictions are lifted, dynamic rates are primarily limited to rebate
programs (e.g. PTR) or an overlay that allows the first two tiers to remain unchanged.
Accordingly, such programs should be viewed only as transitional, and not as a substitute for the

long term goal of exploring dynamic rates.

The types of dynamic pricing and TDRs that can be offered to residential customers are
limited under the current AB1X restrictions. While other dynamic pricing and TDRs excluding
ABI1X restrictions can be offered, they can be offered only on a voluntary basis and thus will

likely only be selected by customers that are “structural benefitters”. For these types of rates to



be offered on a default basis applicable to all residential customers, the AB1X restrictions need
to be lifted.

Limiting residential customers to rebate type programs reduces the potential demand
reductions that can be achieved from this customer class on a long-term basis. First, rebate
programs are primarily designed to focus on short-term needs by providing credit in response to
“critical peak” events. Thus, customers are not provided longer-term incentives (i.e. price
signals) to make economic investments in appliances or technology that would put downward
pressure on the need for future capacity investments.

Secondly, while the current tiered rates provide incentives to larger-use customers to
reduce usage, the conservation signal provided does not reflect any element of time. That is,
customers are only encouraged to use less, they are not encouraged to use less during the utility’s
on-peak periods. In addition, those customers using less than 130 percent of baseline (AB1X
protected usage) receive no price signal to encourage conservation as these rate are capped. This
is also true for low-income customers under CARE. As previously discussed, the customer may
value the rate discount less than the customer would value the same assistance decoupled from
the rate, and over time the discount buried in the rate will not be viewed as a discount but as an
entitlement. While recognizing the need to provide support for this customer segment, these
customers should still be provided the appropriate price signals to encourage the same
opportunities to invest in ways that will help these customers manage their energy usage.

In addition to the price signal problems addressed above, rebates do not address the
fundamental inequities created by the current AB1X restrictions. PTR rebates should be viewed
only as transitional, not as a substitute for dynamic rates and the long-term goal of moving
towards dynamic rate options.

In the absence of dynamic pricing and TDRs, programs such A/C cycling have been
offered as a way to address those residential end-uses that have the most direct impact on the
overall system peak. While programs that target specific customer end-uses are effective, these
types of programs do not encourage customers to make behavioral changes that have longer term
benefits. Moreover, the utility is providing control as compared to customer control for energy
use. Thus, success of the programs is largely based on the size of the incentives provided
through the program, with the hope that a sufficiently large incentive will prevent customers

from exiting the program.
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VIII. Critical Peak Pricing

CPP rates should accurately reflect costs and encourage strategic demand response.
The triggers that implement CPP rates should be based on critical system conditions.

Critical peak pricing (CPP) is but one form of dynamic pricing. CPP rates should be
developed such that the rates employed during CPP events reflect generation capacity and
energy costs. These rates should be developed based on the utility’s marginal cost estimates as a
proxy for market prices. Developing rates in this manner should provide sufficient price
differentials between CPP and non-CPP periods to encourage customer demand response. Other
elements such as a capacity reservation charge (CRC) could also be included in the CPP rate
design to provide customers the opportunity to manage their potential bill impacts. Under the
capacity reservation charge, customers would be able to limit the amount of potential load that
could be exposed to the higher CPP period rates. Thus, the CRC represents a hedging
mechanism for CPP customers. Providing customers with the ability to control bill impacts
should make these types of rates more acceptable leading to greater demand response potential.
In addition, the CRC provides the utility with the ability to capture a portion of the generation
capacity costs through a fixed charge. Recovering capacity costs in this manner allows the CPP
rate to be designed for a variable number of event days, while still allowing the utility to manage
the recovery of the revenue requirement.

Triggers for CPP rates should reflect critical system conditions, whether at a state level
(CAISO), the utility level due to higher demands, or when system emergencies warrant it. CPP
periods should be determined based on the utility’s system characteristics. Customers have
argued in the past for shortened time periods since not all customers have the ability to curtail
load for a significant period of time. However, if the shorter CPP period merely shifts the
utility’s system peak rather than actually lowers the utility’s system peak, demand response
benefits are not realized even though customers receive lower bills.

IX.  Relationship to Reliability-Oriented and Other Demand Response Programs

The introduction of dynamic pricing and TDRs should not preclude customers from the
opportunity to participate in other demand response programs.

The key element in allowing demand response program participation is to ensure that the
customers are not receiving a “double credit” for the same demand reduction. This problem can

be addressed by establishing a hierarchy for participation. For example, if a customer is on a
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CPP rate and is also participating in demand response programs, when a CPP event is called the
customer is not eligible to participate in the demand response program on that day. However, on
those non-CPP days the customer would be eligible to participate. For example, during a non-
CPP event day, the customer could participate in a same day or real-time demand
response/reliability program.

X. Timing of Tariff Development and Roll-Out

The timing of tariff development should coincide with the utility’s general rate case or
rate design window. This forum will provide all parties an opportunity to discuss and debate the
advantages and disadvantages of potential rate designs.

Rates for individual customer classes should be developed with the policy principles
outlined in the draft DRRC report which include (1) promote economic efficiency, (2) promote
equity, (3) facilitate customer choice and (4) clearly and simply communicate prices and costs.
Dynamic pricing and TDRs should be explored and implemented in conjunction with the
implementation of the advanced meter infrastructure (AMI). Prior to actually implementing any
of these new rate structures, sufficient funding for customer education is necessary to ensure that
customers are informed and able to take full advantage of the proposed rate designs. In addition,
to increase customer acceptance, bill protection can be offered as a way to transition from the
legacy rates to the new dynamic rates.

E. CONCLUSION
As discussed herein, SDG&E respectfully requests that the Commission consider
SDG&E’s comments when formulating dynamic pricing policy.
/!
/!
/!
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

ANDERSON & POOLE

601 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 1300
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94108-2818

JOSEPH F. WIEDMAN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111
THOMAS J. MACBRIDE, JR.

ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

DAVID J. BYERS,
ATTORNEY AT LAW
MCCRACKEN, BYERS & HAESLOOP,
1920 LESLIE STREET

SAN MATEO, CA 94403

ESQ.

LLP

WILLIAM H. BOOTH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LAW OFFICES OF WILLIAM H. BOOTH
1500 NEWELL AVENUE, 5TH FLOOR
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

REED V. SCHMIDT
BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES
1889 ALCATRAZ AVENUE

BERKELEY, CA 94703-2714

J. P. ROSS

VICE PRESIDENT STRATEGIC RELATIONS
SUNGEVITY

1625 SHATTUCK AVE., STE 21-

BERKELEY, CA 94709

JOY A. WARREN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
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JAMES D. SQUERI
ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN, MACBRIDE, SQUERI, RITCHIE & DAY
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

MICHAEL B. DAY

ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI DAY & LAMPREY LLP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

ANN H. KIM

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442, MAIL CODE B30A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120-7442

PETER HANSCHEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW
MORRISON & FOERSTER

101 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

CHARMIN ROUNDTREE-BAAQEE
EAST BAY MUD

375 11TH STREET

OAKLAND, CA 94607

BILL F. ROBERTS

ECONOMIC SCIENCES CORPORATION
1516 LEROY AVENUE

BERKELEY, CA 94708

R. THOMAS BEACH

PRINCIPAL

CROSSBORDER ENERGY

2560 NINTH STREET, SUITE 213A
BERKELEY, CA 94710-2557

GAYATRI M. SCHILBERG
JBS ENERGY, INC.
311 D STREET, SUITE A

10/05/2007
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1231 11TH STREET
MODESTO, CA 95354

CAROLYN KEHREIN

ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
1505 DUNLAP COURT

DIXON, CA 95620-4208

GREGGORY L. WHEATLAND

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ROB NEENAN

CALIFORNIA LEAGUE OF FOOD PROCESSORS
1755 CREEKSIDE OAKS DRIVE, SUITE 250
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAY CARTER & MURPHY, LLP

3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE 205

SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

Information Only

KAY DAVOODI

ACQ-UTILITY RATES AND STUDIES OFFICE
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND HQ
1322 PATTERSON AVE., SE - BLDG 33
WASHINGTON NAVY YARD, DC 20374-5018

SAMARA MINDEL

REGULATORY AFFAIRS ANALYST
FELLON-MCCORD & ASSOCIATES
9960 CORPORATE CAMPUS DRIVE,
LOUISVILLE, KY 40223

SUITE 2000

MAURICE BRUBAKER
BRUBAKER & ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 412000
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WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95605

GAIL A. MCNULTY

ASSOCIATE GOVERNMENTAL PROGRAM ANALYST
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

LYNN HAUG
ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

RONALD LIEBERT

ATTORNEY AT LAW

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION
2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

RALPH E. DENNIS

DIRECTOR, REGULATORY AFFAIRS
FELLON-MCCORD & ASSOCIATES
CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY-GAS DIVISION
9960 CORPORATE CAMPUS DRIVE, STE 2000
LOUISVILLE, KY 40223

STEVEN BRAITHWAIT

CA ENERGY CONSULTING

4610 UNIVERSITY AVE. SUITE 700
MADISON, WI 53705

KEVIN J. SIMONSEN
ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES
646 EAST THIRD AVENUE
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1215 FERN RIDGE PARKWAY, SUITE 208

ST. LOUIS, MO 63141

MARK S. MARTINEZ

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
6060 IRWINDALE AVE., SUITE J
IRWINDALE, CA 91702

JENNIFER SHIGEKAWA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

CENTRAL FILES

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
101 ASH STREET, CP31E

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

CAROL MANSON

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO.
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

CP32D

STEPHEN L. CASNER
1454 REVELSTOKE WAY
SUNNYVALE, CA 94087

JEANNE M. SOLE
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, RM.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
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DURANGO, CO 81301

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
LAW DEPARTMENT

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

RUSSELL G. WORDEN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

DONALD C. LIDDELL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

KATHLEEN H. CORDOVA
SDG&E-SOCALGAS

8300 CENTURY PARK CT - CP31-E
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

BRUCE FOSTER

VICE PRESIDENT

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

THERESA BURKE

REGULATORY ANALYSTI

SAN FRANCISCO PUC

1155 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISO, CA 94103

NORA SHERIFF

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
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ROSS C. HEMPHILL STEPHEN GEORGE

FREEMAN SULLIVAN & CO. FREEMAN SULLIVAN & CO.

101 MONTGOMERY ST., 15TH FLOOR 101 MONTGOMERY ST., 15TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104 SAN FRANCISC, CA 94104

ANGELA TORR LARRY NIXON

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, RM. 1058, B10A 77 BEALE STREET, MC B10A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

RON HELGENS

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY EDITORIAL ASSISTANT

MAIL CODE B1l0A CALTIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

77 BEALE STREET 517-B POTRERO AVE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

AHMAD FARUQUI SUE KATELEY

THE BRATTLE GROUP EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

353 SACRAMENTO STREET, SUITE 1140 CALIFORNIA SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSN
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 PO BOX 782

RIO VISTA, CA 94571

PATRICIA THOMPSON

SUMMIT BLUE CONSULTING MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

2920 CAMINO DIABLO, SUITE 210 1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597 OAKLAND, CA 94612

WENDY L. ILLINGWORTH CHRISTOPHER J. MAYER
ECONOMIC INSIGHTS MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
320 FEATHER LANE PO BOX 4060

SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060 MODESTO, CA 95352-4060
BARBARA R. BARKOVICH BILL MARCUS

BARKOVICH & YAP, INC. JBS ENERGY

44810 ROSEWOOD TERRACE 311 D STREET, STE. A
MENDOCINO, CA 95460 WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95605
RICHARD MCCANN, PH.D DAN GEIS

M. CUBED THE DOLPHIN GROUP

2655 PORTAGE BAY ROAD, SUITE 3 925 L STREET, SUITE 800
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DAVIS, CA 95616

DAN L. CARROLL

DOWNEY BRAND LLP

555 CAPITOL MALL, 10TH FLOOR
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KAREN LINDH

LINDH & ASSOCIATES

7909 WALERGA ROAD, NO. 112, PMB 119
ANTELOPE, CA 95843

LAURA ROOKE

SR. PROJECT MANAGER
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 Sw SALMON ST.,
PORTLAND, OR 97204

State Service

ANDREW CAMPBELL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER R VILLARREAL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DEXTER E. KHOURY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FELIX ROBLES
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEMAKING BRANCH

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service lists/A0603005 72991 .htm
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SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SCOTT BLAISING

ATTORNEY AT LAW

BRAUN & BLAISING, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1420
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ROGER LEVY

LEVY AND ASSOCIATES
2805 HUNTINGTON ROAD
SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

BRUCE KANESHIRO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAVID K. FUKUTOME

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5042

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DONALD J. LAFRENZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEMAKING BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JACK FULCHER
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEMAKING BRANCH
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AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NILGUN ATAMTURK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5303

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT BENJAMIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RON WETHERALL

ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 96814-5512
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AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

REBECCA TSAI-WEI LEE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SUH-YOUNG SHIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
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